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ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
C. PFS3: (Al and/or TAM) 5y - LET 5y versus (Al and/or TAM) 5y - PLA 5y
NSABP-B42 (2016) 0.85(0.73,0.99) 81.51
MA-17R (2016) 0.66 (0.48,0.91) 18.49
Overall (I-squared = 49.0%, p = 0.162) 0.81(0.71,0.93) 100.00




